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UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE 
475 l'En!1nl p:~u. S\Y 
Washinglon, OC 20260 

Mr. James Connors 
Assistant Director 
Clerk Craft Division 
American Postal Workers 

Union, AFL-CIO 
817 14th St~eet, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005-3399 

Dear Mr. Connors: 

SEP 12 i£85 

Re: M. Kelly 
Tampa, FL 33622 
HlC-31':-C 41119 

. .• .Lt:/ 
i (: .. : .: ··~ --
: .. ~ : .1 . r.J..L::..$ 1 

! j_t.~ . .r .. i 
L ~ ~-!_~_& I 

On August 22, 1985 and again on September 4, 1985, ~e met to 
discuss the above-captioned grievance at the fourtn step of 
our contractual grievance procedure. 

The issue in thJs grievance is whether management properly 
changed the grievant's scheme by listing multiple street 
addresses as one scheme item. 

After reviewing this matter, we mutually agreed that no 
national interpretive issue ~s fairly presented in this case. 
This is a local dispute suitable for r e gional determination 
by application of Chapter l of the M-5 Handbook to the fact 
circumstances. 1 
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The parties at this level agree that multiple streets with a 
common name may be grouped as one scheme item when assigned 
to the same carr!-er and with no , exceptions. When, however, 
this same address and ~outing information is split between or 
among carrier . routes, such as in this case, each address 
constitutes~ separate scheme item. 't 
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Acc~rdingly, we agreed to remand this cas• to the parties at 
Step 3 for application of the above understanding and further 
processing. 

Please sign and retu~n the enclosed copy of this letter as 
your acknowledgment of agreement to remand this case. 


